THE MORNING APPEAL

CARSON CITY, NEv~D:

ANNUAL STATEMENT

Of the iLivernool and London
Globe Insurance Co., of Liverpoo!,
England for tne year ending De:.
31, 1905.

Capital paid up in U. 8.

Assels 9 12

. Liabilities exclusive of capi-
tal and net surplus 6,072,668 49

b ]

11;9'18 25

INcome
Premiums ............ 6.504,856 63
Other sources ....... 461 602 88
Total income 1905..... 7.266,459 i
Expenditures |
BOERER oo e wieen s s -,519,143 50

Dividends, none in the U, S.
Other expenditures 2,277,920

..

26

Fire Business 1905
Risks written ....... 998 746,932 0D
Premiums thereon . 10,955,269 3
Losses incurred....... 3,453,760 3
Nevada Business
Risks written ........ 553,985 00
Premiums received .. 18,085 35
Losses paid .......... 3,955 0
Losses incurred ...... 8,255 0
GEO H. MOORE, Secvy.
_—o..o_—-——

ANNUAL STATEMENT

Of the Western Assurance Companv
of Toronto, Canada.

ABEOIR i seaes $2.406.786 3%
Liabilities, exelusive of cabni-
tal and net surplus. ... 1,707.194 1
Income
Promiume . ...onvesiames SASS 85T 1
Other sources ... ....... T1L.450 25
Total income 1905 ...... 2530307 T1
Expenditures
FOSSOR: ool e e 1.543.454 07
Other expenditures ..... 846,145 9%
Toral expend..ures 1.05 23589609
Business 1905
Risks Wwritten ......... 3.494 284 95
Lossges incurred ........ 1,141,438 o2

Nevada Business

Risks written .......... 79.649 00
Preminms received ... .. 2,280 45
Losses paid ............. 835 H0
Losses Inecurred ........ 1.335 a0
C. C. rOS1ER, Secty.

A d
ANNUAL STATEMENT

Cf the National
York, M, Y,
Wm. B. Boyce, Precident
Samuel H. Shriver, Sec'y.

Surety Co of N:.w

Capital deposited ..... § 500000 Uy
ASSPIS civcivnene e 2.2168.713 38
Income

Liabilities, exelusive of capi-

til and net surpins. . 1.276

S gt

Premittms oo ciSea

Othar  pources. ..

Total income 1905
Expenditures

Paid poliey holders. ...

Other expendilures, .

Total expenditures.. ..
Business 1905

45287
B12.402 62

1065030 R

Riske wrifien......... $24.727.970 )
Preminms théreon. .. .. 1438270 15
Losses incurted ....... LTSS S

Nevada Business

Ami. of

rish

s writton.. 2100 0
- Reeminms  received, |, . 159 oo
A " osald paleos 2350 £
GILBERT CONGDIN, nsst, s«
_——
ANNUAL STATEMENT
Cf te Mutusl Life !nsurance Com-
na=y ~f Naw VYoerk
...... CLELTH sul ARG
LHIGeE: wen it 1705681 185 an

....... ST 0G4.062 S8

NDizLursements 19056

Paia poelier holders s 540,185 10
Paid on .h. other aceount
............. 15.329.781 S0
A linstment of Roal Estate valua-
tions Juane 20, ... D00t e
Taotal dizbvrzements DI ITEO5T 25
Nevada Business
Number of risks written 57
Amount of risks written and
pakd. Tor 5 Soiaraes mee 114805 wah
Premiums reeccived ... .. T ORG24
Losses and claims paid. | 19485 173
Lesses and elaims men 2o 480 1.
Policies in e Deg . 1905 854
Amt of same ... ... . ... . 1.3 S.880 )
W. J. EASTON, Scriy.
O-———— -
OFFICIAL COUNT OF STATE
FUND?3
STATE OF MEVADA.
County of Ormshy. s. s. .
Jolin Svarks «mid W, G, Dour-
Iass hednge first duly SWom
eay  thevy  are memhars  of (ko
BEoard of Fxaminers of the State f

Nev, than on the 27th day of Feh
they, e frowg
the bhouliz of ¢ e Controtier the
aniount of money that Id be in
the Treasury) made an oficia) exami
netion and ecunt of the money anl
vouchars for money in the State Tre
asury of Nevada and found the san:e
correct as fullows:
Cuin

fafter having asecerts

[ s
DS

it

sh

T.242
Paid eain vonchers not re
turned ‘o Controller 40,911

a0
Tie
205154
Securities,
Htate
350,000 00

Total
ta'e School Fund
Irredesmahle Nevada
Schon! Lopa
Mass. State 3 ~= eent
honds
Nevada State Boads
Mass Srgfe 34
Londs
TUnited
Total

=87.000 00
c0s, 700 00
per cert
212,000 00
215 000 0N
1.996 854 66
W. G. Douglass
John Sparks
Subseribed and sworn hefore me this
27th day of Feb., A. D. 190%.

J. Doane,
Notary Publie, Ormsvy County. Nev.

Custom suits and overcoats will Lie
sold at reduced prices—and reason-
able time given for payment.

No advantage in waiting—put
your order and receive your goods
before Christmas.

CHAUNCEY LATTA.

States Bonds

ang Ebenezer

" v -

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF T
STATE OF NEVADA.

Twaddle . 2nd . Ebenezer

Twaddle as Special Admr.. of the

Estate of Alexander Twaddle, de-
ceased,

Plaintiffs and Respondents
V.
Theodore Winters,
W. Winters
baugh,, . .
Defendants and Appellants
From 2d Judicial District Court, Wasn-
oe County.
Messrs. Cheney and Massey, attorneys
for Plaintiffs,
Alfred Chartz, attorney for Defend-
ants.

HE

L.
Longa-

A. C. Wintzrs,
and Sa2muel

‘DECISION

The respondenis have moved to dis-
miss the appeal from the judzment
because it was not taken within one
year, and to dismiss the appeal from
the order of the disiriet eourt denying
appellants motion for a new trial, also
to strike from the records the state-
ment on motion for a new trial, upon

. the ground that the slaiement was

thority to

not filed within the time prescribed

]

hy law. The appeal from the judz
ment e dismissed becaus¢ not taken
until Marech, 19%05,, more than one

29

vear after its rendition on June
1903, On that day Judge Curler cof

the Second Judicial District court
who had tried the case at Reno and
rendered the decree, made in open

court and bLiad entered in the minutes
an order “that all business and all
cnses and proceedings that have not
heen eompleted or in the process ©f
completion, and all new husiness that
may be Lranght Lefcre the court dur-
ing the absence of the presiding judze,
he referred to Judge M. A. Murphy
of the first judicial district court of
the State of Nevada. and that he be
requnested to try, determine and dis-
pose of all cases and buriness now
before the court in the absence of the
judge of this distriet.™

Pursnant to this request Judge Mu=-
phy occupied the benck in Reno until
July 31, 1902, when a recess was lak-
en until a further order of the court
There was no othor session until
Judge Curler's retarn cn Aungust 17ih,
On July 17th. Judge Murphy. in cp=n
court in Reno, made an order allow-
inc plaintifi until Avzust 15th In
which to file obhjection fto finding=
and prepare additional findings. On
Angust 2d Judge Murphy at Carson

City. and within his own first judi-
cial distriet, by an €x parte oraer
ma’a without aMdavit of Judgze Cur-

ier's absence or inability, granted tee
defendants until September 15, 1303,
within which to prenaie. file and
serve their notice and sisiemont on
motion for a new il Later extea-
zipns were made by Judze Curler, but

whether thevy are »ffectual depenls
upon this order., wpieh respoundents

claim Judge Murphy was unauthorizad
to make under Section 197 of the
Practice Act which provides in regard
to notices and statements on motions

for new trial that “the several neriods
of time limited ay he enlarzed hv
the written agreement of the parties,
o upon gzood eause <hora ho the
eourt, or the indze Lefore whem the
case is tried.” and under disiriet con
raule XLIIT which directz that “no
judge, exeep: the jinige having charze
af the cause or proceeding shall 5 ant

further time to olead. move, or fo any
acst thine reguired to done n
any cause or proceeding, unless it be
shown by afiidavirt tphat suen jnige s

or e

absent from the iate, or from som>
other cause is unable to aet ™
Rule XLI provides: “When any

distriet judge shall have entered upon
the trial or hearing of anyv caunze or
proceeding, demurrer or motion.
made any ruling, order or decision
therein, no other judge shail do aay
act or thing in or about =aid cause,
proceeding. demurrer or motion, un-
less upon written ragquest of the judge
who shall have first entered upon the

(i

trial or hearing of said cause, proceel- .,

ing demurrer or motion.”

Section 2573 of the Compiled laws,
passed after secticn 197 of the Prac-
tice Act as quoted, enacts. *The dis-
trict judges of the State of Nevada
shall possess equal coexicuasive anld

conenrrent  jurisdiction ,and power.
They shall each have power to hold
court in any county of the State.

Ther shall each exercise and perferm
the powers, duties and functicns
the court., and of Judges thereof, anil
of Judges at Chambers., Each
shall bave power to transaet lmsiness
which mas done in chambers ai
any peint within the State, All of
this seetion ct the provi-
sions that each jwdze mayv diree; and
control the business in own dis
triet, and shall see that it it properly
performed.'”

We think under the minute crder
and cirenmstances relaied, the power
inherent in Judge Curler to extend
the time of fi'ing the notice and state-
ment becams cenferred  upon Judge

¢
LB}

judg>

I

is suhj 1o

hic
s

Murphy durinz the former‘s absencsa,;

and that Judze Muarphy became the
Judge in charge, endowed with the an-

Zi

the presentation of the afidavit show-
ing the absence or inability of Judge
Curler, as the rule requires hefore the
order ean be made by a Judze not
having the business in charge.

Judge Curer’'s absence was presum-
ed to continue until his return was
shown and consegnently Judge Muor-
phy‘s authority based upon that ab-
sence would likewise continne, It is
said that under the first stainte menr-
tioned, the language that *“the cour!
or judge before whom the ecase was
tried* may extend the time invali-
dates the order, beeause .Judze Mur
phy was not the judge before whom
it was tried, and that he was not the
conrt after he returned te Carson City.
where he made the order. In 2 nar
row technical sen~e this mayv be true.
if we do not look beyond the strici
letter of the statvte. But not so il
we consider the intent and purpose of
-the enactiment, and eomstrue it in the

|

‘ant tne extension without |

|

A wiomvlalall
light of reason asz applied to ?h?nr-

dinary rules of praclice, anfi give due
weight to the later seclion. Appar-
ently the ebjeet of this legislalion was
to prevent the grantinz of exiensions
and the meddling of judzes in cas.s
which they had not tried or which
were not prope:ly under their control,
and vet in the case of the absence or
inability of the judgze who tried ihe
action, to grant relief, or allow ex-

tensions to be made to deserving liti- |

gants.

The argument advanced econcedes
that if Judge Murphy had gone to
tenio and entered the -order in open
eourt it would have been good, but un-
ter this contention if he had.stepped
through the door into the chambers
and made it, it would have been void.
Orders extending the time 'for filines
are business usually, “or properly
iransacted in chambers ana under
Section £573 can and ought to be
made as effectually in any part of the
State by the judge having the case in
charge, as if made by him in cham-
bers or in gpen eourt. Judge Murphy
was merely acting for Judge Curler
during his vaeation, but by analogy
the ecnstruction claimed. if adopted.
would, in every case where a district
judge dies, resigns or is sueceeded.
invalidate the orderz extending time
nmder section 197 made out of cour:

by his sucessor in office, althouzh
they are of that character ordinarily
rranted in  chamweers. This wonid

mean a distinction and two rules for Il

filing orders of the same kin!
and that the judge who had tried the
vatse as Judge Curler had done in
this instance, could meke the order in
chambers, while his sueccesser could
en make it only in the cases tried by
him, and woeuld have to be in court
to make these simple orders extend
ing time in actions which had been
previonsly tried Ly another judge
Appellants desirad and were enticl
ed to the time granted for the pn--
pose of enabling them to secnure fron

the court renorter who had l1eft the
Qiate, a transeript of the testimony
givepn on the irial, which would en?

ble them to properiy prepare the stai
men..

Under Section
connld have made
them
the

2573 Judse Curler
an

the extension at any place in
State, and as during nhis absence
Judge Murphy was requested by the
Court minntes o attend 1o all busi
ness for him, we concliade that he was
empowered to make the order at Cn

son City as he did, and as Judze Cur |

ler counld bhave done, and that it wa-
not necess|ary for him to make the irip
to Reng and nndergo the formality of

order granting |

— L —— o

—

at the tir = ! { as begun. .0 plaintiffs. Althcush his flume was

appears t(hat 11> »laintiffs® had not ereclted many years ago Longabaugn
materially incre tieir opprop ia- tid not Lo v ans orier aporopriation
BIGRLE & At Wil and the decree pruperly enjoins hiwm
Theodore w aiers ~doitted upon the f[rom inter er with that part of
stand that during the last ten or fif- the va‘er of Op r Orcek nwa ded e
teen vea s be had Leen using twice ;s lhe bplaintill, beecause he ran the
much waler from Ophir Creek in ad- Water in his filure past tha'pr dit=a
dition to tha! from other sireams, a5 2nd inte one owned by Wintors, an|

he used during the first ‘an vears that Joined with the other defendanis
he cultivated his lands A= he claims dNSwering and resisting the richts ¢4
and uses more than the plaintiffs, we plaintiffs. The decree does not pro.
conclude- that this large increase in Vent him from taking any warer in
his diversion of the waters of the the ecresk in evesss ¢f the amount
! streams since the completion of ther aWarded to plaintiffs. Ner does it in
| oppropriation which has remaine] 30V way interefere with the water po-
| stationary may account for the short- longing to him coming from other
| age and dispute. 5201“'093. This he may turn ino
l By consent of 11e parties in onen phir Creek and take nut lower Aow-

|

| court the distriet judge, accompanied provided he dees mot diminish tha
| by a civil ‘engincer who had testifi=] flow l(?‘ which plaintiffs are entitled.

135 a witness for the defendants, view- On May 30, 1877, John 4 waddle. the
|ed the premises and made measure- father and predecescor in inierest or
ments. At the point of least carrv- _"hE plaintiffs, conveyed to M. C. Lako
ling capacitv of the unper Twaddie one-third of that ceriain water diteh
ditch. which is the old sauare flume |20d flume known as the Twaddla
| near the Bowers' Mangion and grave, | iteh, leading frem what is now
[ he rmrasured the flow at 184 inches "'“"“—‘fl as the Ophir Creek (o the lan!
'and the water lacked more than two | °f said Twaddle.vsontiorly 1rom sae
'inchng of reaching the top. A su- “T:*‘*‘k throuzh the lands of €. F.
vovor had testfied for the plaintiifs | Wooten and M. C. Lake with the

having it flow by lands of ripariag
owners to finally waste by ¢ rking ang
evaporating in the desert. The Calle
fornia decisions cited for appellants
may no lunger be considdered good
'law even in the siate in which they
were renderoed.
| In the recent case of Kansas v. Colo
rado before the Supreme Court of th2
Lnited Siaies, Congreszman Needhaw
' testified (hat drricavion had doubled
and trebled the value of properiy ig
| Presng and King ocunites, cCcalitos-
(hia,, that they aad to depart {rom the
doctrine of riparian rights and unde-
{ that doctrine it would be difficult .4
| make any future development; that
| there has becn a depariure Irem 1ha
Iprim:iplvpfz laid down in Lux v. Haggin,
becanse at that time the va'ue of
water was not realized, that the deci-
| soin has been practically reversed oy
| the same court on subsequeént occa-
| sions, and taat the doctrine of prior
| appropriation and tne application ol
| water to a beneficial nse is in effecs
in foree now in thar Siate,

We must decline to award the da-
fendants the waters of the stream as
riparian proprietors and patentces of

. . s X the land along its banks or 19
that its capacity was 182 inches at [‘("'-_‘Iﬂ((;sfe of rimning water thromss | pxes B £ IOE
ttis noint. and that the eanacity of | S81d lume and ditch to what is known | : - :

{ . : - 5 = | Ase w b » for

| 100 feet of old flume remaining nn ' A8 the Bowers aslansion or gyount- = -E-h?r'Fi ]enl._l.“ . = n‘;‘_mpl'{"ld \""t .

' ponror the hemd of the ditch whieh [ the expense of maintainine said o v BV LI e s S e

| bad been imnaired by aze and aban- | diteh and fiume to be paid by each n

part of the plaitnifis within

thirty

2 3 v st i T S days from the {iling hereof. a writte
jdoned, and suap’anfeq v a rew V| Proportion te theis interasis in same :-m"er t that H‘o judgment b d{L
flume Fuilt ahove the ald nne by tho [ It will be noted that (his lanz 4 fi I-ITl limiti 11'1 : thr i1 e1~n1m :
-l e N - 2 SHISSHIAS ied by limiting the vse of the 1854 ».
nlaintiffs in 19045, =yas 150 inches. At does not nuUrport 1o sramt any waier Shos “ r 3 a4 .'“ R e ‘
= A 3 ) .t = z . N, OF o «53-2) - ] ot Il ™
{ this neint the ind=a frend that 131 | but rather the right 10 eouiev water o1 water awacded to tl N '
= - ¥ i s i H pladadc i,
inehas of wator which he had rmeas. and that it amounts 10 & sale of | gion timee Sl S g
ured helow ahent filed the new ¥ third interest in the diieh with ot | v & VO B T I Rt 4
; $ Yint 131 e o . " the irrigation of their erops or landa
filnme, and he esfirated that the ofl | least the privilege to (Lat exient ol for oth beneficial WPty
Anme wonld eparey from S04 to 200 i | ranning in it water which lake L i ‘\' y '_l\" ]:( i (]1'“(];!11"]‘“ } ‘]" ' 1
X . 3 > 4 L twee T 3 ' e O 9
ches From his evamination of tho |or might aspropriate. taler tho do ween April 1o an 2 NEnsiens: r e
nromizes and the ~hapacta- of the enil I fendant Thecdore Winiers, acanipsd ':'H 2 "‘ B "l:u .l"\ dr'h"“ 111',:. ll]-.iiFlﬂB:‘vl
1 2 . . ’ - ™ :.l ] . l: ] . ~t' [ i T Ll _.U.l.l : a &
{the erurt was of the oninion that the [ the Bowers Mansion and  erounds ;'u“ : r\*::lr; .1; lr t‘h mi W ".I‘T “l"
nti : Sty S =3 i RE | A ) S EeT inches awarded to them. when necos-
i nlaintifs reeuired. and were eniitlad | throush conv eyances whivh Gid not e & : " 11 .,-‘ =
P I e L T A e + + : . 3 sary for their household, domestie and
0, it 1easL The sInemnt: O “Walep-: | mention any interest in this dileh, §o) o0 wirposes, gl by strihung from
| had flowing 'n the flume at tha tiso |does not appear that Lake or -l i i {n- .:.111 w s i<
b wadn tEa o fall ar .8 - = 12 ge “ » i =
l be mard i exarnation, ond he d grantors ever made anv use of th: PR T Yp=, wdadenl and
L erend fham o arior rizht o 184 miners | diteh or ever Con:ribic gtk 3 i 1. il e
inchoe runnine  wnder a  fon- ined | l;ﬂ]h' roever comiriniied fowdrds 1S gacreed that said plaintiffs have the
\ ! * LI o ¢
| rncsittinimn O hip foot nor cas % 3 | neive rieht 1o e and the exelps.
| pressureior & R5A ehic feet per sec- Alexander Twaddle stated on 1 : 3 A e A gk
Vandl firm. Anntl 351 30 So= 151 ) L ) 0 . ive nse of said Upper Twaddle Ditea
{ = R N . stand that e did not claim all this| oo o8 1 coasons of the vear.*
Y passh o0 3 i fwphos P T % an me ¥ il s SONs « yvear.
}f FRRE. A ARy ditch and hat the plaintiffs ownad | . . o) 1y ‘=
ethic foct rer secend for domestie | oo hird £ it Whetl | \ If such consent is =so filed the ais-
lyen: gud] waterving staol at  oFhen 0 tilirds ob il. WREMEr unger S| quet eonrt will modify the jndgmen
fvas. Tr 35 aIRtmod: tha amnent @ ‘if" 'l’ “t““ onethird interest  in e ooaoiainely and as so moaited ths
: ‘ ite eeame purtens tu s ; i s ST N
litoerad fe Dok swaersnied Ko tha ool aiich L me appurienant tu 1 jndgment and decree will stand affi
] Y . ¢ Bowers land when it was never usol! o5
S“nee et lise O TnR ‘the ay > . - 1 5 .
[INERC ' ! 1Lt FR TR for its irrigation, and Iver passo | 1
[tr of the nenoer Twaddle Hditeh = : Talbot, J.
W oy v the testimony oty 1 with the land \\liht'ul beiny mentiva We ennenr:
"_ nohE A 3 SXam P" BiacAe=;y ed, and whether alier the fapse o i"i'f"- ra 1-1 oo |
wine { at TTH Iy P ¥ i St AR . -
MAVEIILES 3 A " inchies ‘at thas poi Lweniy-dve years Wilhoui any use o NP OO
{ahove the mansion and at 156 fnohes | oonipibation owards {1s ir th =
alpne thip 100 fopt nf Al Rrrma - 2 E z -
= ; ' erantee of Lake has a thind inter
Vth=oned ~hi - ol a ol : =y i . 2 . r - i
| throneh awhich the water flowed pricr as a co-owner in the diteh and thai| Quisrterly. Weport

o 10500

It i

part of the fume which hias not beos

Ormsby County, Nevada.

! s not na~oasgreT ot 1nterming, . = 3 " Z E - o
opening courp to enter ex parte orders | o, C il D rr"rr‘r‘_‘m superceeded by the :ew cne bulit by} Sl f‘ﬂ.wpts'
simply extending time. such as are | oo " 00 o2 Rt o Diaintifis, are questicns wk eh Filed Feb, i, 1306,
wsnally made ont of eourt. o I‘ ' "mi' n.}r'm Y ; ']"\ ne-d nst determine, for they. aud thar | Balane in f-"““’-" Treasury at -
FULILY, ‘I8 5 E mantity havend the range n " e A - sl of st gha.te R AG020 A6
The motion to dismiss the T‘.‘;l]}t'.‘.‘[ 4 :"i"i nee. ne: whatt : l:“g ‘c ](l‘ ‘\T 1 part of the judzment ol 1 conit eng ol s gua.ter....9sia O Q
A1ence 3 i r{aed 1 Trveyar F . 1 3 Cy g * 3 T 2
from the order overruling the matioa | L7 0 rm”m-ﬂr»- ‘he oananips which gives the piaintiffs the “exeli-| Connty licvases (11 05
for a new +trial and to sirike out theg o .-1‘--.1:]'! o =8 t;li Arme with m.! sive use of the upper Twaddle Ditea | Saming leenses ........... IN5T 50
s < e - LR T h! ~ i e | ¥ thha alle-
statement is denied. Enowing the volpme and velopity of and Flume* are not within the atls Liquor licenses 210 20
SEEL 0 g : ( of 1= e W e ——— i i BOR o ayaa st eavaie i 2
Lthe water that enternd it. nor whetly. Saticns of 1he peuiass Wiicd o ol Foe of Co, officers. . ...o.....531 44
ON THE ME.UTS ler the vartation of one nart in ninets. | tain noreference o the exclusive ms £0. T e

This action was bronght by Alexan- | © F0 T00 T L an hotwaan 190 1o | Cf, or a third or any imterest in thej Pert of county bldg.........2 0
der Twaddle in his 1“"" tim 3‘“] :‘ : " = N hic '_"" ":1:.1--‘-;“.-.-N Al 11‘4-1‘ -:-‘ Y diteh, 'HOY] FAYOY v aiinsamessnes L] 4“
Shenczer Twaddle, as coowners. 14" " yqy 4o ho judee should be disresasd- | Under the assertion fn the coi | g nstalment taxes..... 11921 91
150 miners mﬂiu-:g running under a six cd an Rewi TG e Ty he matiadtsAl gl plaint of the apropriation wator | Shacted Aael Tk 1710 B
inch pressure of the waters of O o ac a <laht Jicorananey to ha arnontal LY Teans of ceriwmn aams. ditche:|” Seid R : Hé
Creek, alleged to have been BpPred | o Sh U5 a0 o far $hp B8 frabaz land 2 Aume” the eourt properly de-|Slot machine licens 282 00
riated L¥ LIl sranto u]'. the year .. inly Asfendante’ claim shouls Be do. | creed to plaintiffs the right 1o use the |

B AR el a itelns and i L : .

1856 by means o b.,.i'l‘.‘.. g itelres and | Aveted honarse in evress of ths ean- | water through either or hoth the |
a fume” for the 'rfhl..mf”“ of hail | o cep ot Fh o S ARAE PIVER AR Ay difches running to tieir lands. Tney |
ranch’ ‘containing ‘_'l"'H' _BUTeS M pbe the ennctminttin of tha Y stema  would have thar ri in the unper :
“:;;-:11‘_':" eounty . Lie PRISS [y 4ann 3 e At By dha pndipe o f diteh i their interest m it = oon I -

* . yeve . the P = | < 3 - . VITIT B |
Tthe alle .--l‘11' E-‘ P NS = ke eoust that ae  niaintiffe and an undividad two-tnirds, as the coun | Of DATAD. e abavivioses 13 0
up the ownership by : fhats opantsre  ad for mes> thes | has given them jointly with the do | gaon of W. BOWEN. .. ooon v, 15 00

merse. nf.a e o ehnut OB "'1_ 3 : g . H i tan ' -

: : i iy 1ii-tv-one vears hefore the enyamenes fendants in the lower ditch, buai| al 31,677 36
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